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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 12-22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1-11 and 23 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 12-22 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) O The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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Detailed Action 

Claims 12-22 are pending in this application. Claims 1-1 1, 23 have been 
cancelled. This is a response to the amendments filed on 1 1/23/05. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 12-18,20, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Publication 2002/0029375 issued to Mlynarczyk et al.(Mlynarczyk) in view of 
US 6,141 ,792 issued to Acker et al. (Acker). 

As per claim 12, 22 Mlynarczyk teaches distributed computer system, 
comprising: a client(Abstract, Fig.1); 
a server operatively connected to the client (Abstract, Fig.1); 
a client-side transport packager located on the client(Abstract, Fig.1 ); 
a server-side transport packager located on the server(Abstract, Fig.1); 

creating an internal representation using a root object of the object graph 
(paragraph [0033], [0039] & [0043] and Fig. 4; wherein the local system is creating or 
replicating the same inheritance hierarchy as in the server S. Smart PA and Smart PB 
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are internally representing interface A and interface B on the server where the 
interfaces are inheriting base class or root class represented by the RMI block); 

instantiating a cast object graph using a casting rule and the internal 
representation (paragraph [0040]; wherein the casting rule is the encapsulation of the 
references to the remote objects in the naming system where the references maps to 
the local SmartProxy A and SmartProxy B clases); and 

Mlynarczyk however, does not explicitly teach a variable usage specification 
used to transport necessary object attributes , wherein the cast object graph comprises 
a plurality of objects, wherein each of the plurality of objects references at least another 
one of the plurality of objects, wherein a original name associated with each of the 
plurality of objects is modified in accordance with the casting rule, and wherein the 
casting rule defines how to modify the original name associated with each of the 
plurality objects. 

Acker teaches a variable usage specification used to transport necessary object 
attributes(col.5, lines 47-52), wherein the cast object graph comprises a plurality of 
objects(Fig.3-12, col. 5, lines 40-50), wherein each of the plurality of objects references 
at least another one of the plurality of objects(Figs.3-12, col. 4, lines 57-67, col. 5, lines 
40-50), wherein a original name associated with each of the plurality of objects is 
modified in accordance with the casting rule(Figs.3-12, col. 4, lines 57-67, col. 5, line 40- 
col.6, line 16), and wherein the casting rule defines how to modify the original name 
associated with each of the plurality objects(Figs.3-12, col. 4, lines 57-67, col. 5, line 40- 
col.6, line 16). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Mlynarczyk to explicitly teach the use of cast 
object graph and the use of casting rules as taught by Acker in order to efficiently 
develop and customize software and to encapsulate data and function of objects(Acker, 
col.1, lines 15-25). 

One ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of Mlynarczyk and Acker in order to provide a 
system to build packaging and manipulating object oriented programs(Acker, col.1, lines 
53-56). 

As per claim 13, Mlynarczyk teaches further comprising: instantiating a cast 
object graph attribute using the casting rule and the internal representation (paragraph 
[0040]; when the object graph is cast to a different name, the attributes are implicitly 
cast). 

As per claim 14, the distributed computer system further comprising: means for 
retrieving the root object using a variable usage specification(Acker, col. 5, lines 47-52). 
Motivation to combine set forth in claim 12. 

As per claim 15, Mlynarczyk teaches further comprising: obtaining a class 
definition, wherein the class definition is used to create the internal representation 
(paragraph [0033]; wherein when the creation of objects are initiated the system has to 
reference the class definition to create and instantiate the object which has internal 
representation). 
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As per claim 16, Mlynarczyk teaches wherein the class definition is generated at 
runtime by a transport packager (paragraph [0039]; wherein when the system is 
replicating the same inheritance hierarchy at runtime in RMI, the class definition has to 
be used in order for the system to define the features of the objects). 

As per claim 17, Mlynarczyk teaches wherein the casting rule comprises a 
casting method (paragraph [0040]; wherein the casting rule is the encapsulation of the 
references to the remote objects in the naming system where the references maps to 
the local SmartProxy A and SmartProxy B clases). 

As per claim 18, Mlynarczyk teaches wherein the casting method implements a 
mapping method (paragraph [0040]; wherein the casting rule is the encapsulation of the 
references to the remote objects in the naming system where the references maps to 
the local SmartProxy A and SmartProxy B clases). 

As per claim 20, the distributed computer system wherein the cast method 
implements a parser method(Acker, col. 6, lines 1-5). Motivation to combine set forth in 
claim 12. 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Publication 2002/0029375 issued to Mlynarczyk et al.(Mlynarczyk) in view of US 
6,141 ,792 issued to Acker et al. (Acker) in further view of US Patent 4,853,843 issued to 
Ecklund. 

As per claim 19 Mlynarczyk in view of Acker teaches all the limitations of claims 
17 however, fails to explicitly teach the casting method implements a suffix method. 
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Ecklund teaches a method of adding a suffix to make an object name unique 
(col. 19 lines 4-10 and col. 40 lines 1-2). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Mlynarczyk in view of Acker to add a suffix to make an object name unique as 
taught by Ecklund in order for resolving name conflicts among objects (col. 40 lines 1-5 
Ecklund). 

One would have been motivated to combine the teachings of Mlynarczyk, Acker, 
and Ecklund to provide a system to resolve name conflicts among objects(Ecklund, 
col. 40, lines 1-5). 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Publication 2002/0029375 issued to Mlynarczyk et al. (Mlynarczyk) in view of US 
6,141,792 issued to Acker et al.(Acker) in further view of US Patent 6,125,400 issued to 
Cohen et al. (Cohen). 

As per claim 21 , Mlynarczyk in view of Acker fails to explicitly teach the internal 
representation is a serialized file. 

Cohen teaches serializing an object with internal representation before 
transporting to the remote site(col. 2 lines 32-50). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine Mlynarczyk in view of Acker to use serializing an object with internal 
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representation before transporting to the remote site as taught by Cohen in order to 
reduce the amount of information sent to invoke a remote application (Cohen, col. 2 
lines 5-10). 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Mlynarczyk, Acker, and Cohen in order to provide a system to reduce the amount of 
information sent to invoke a remote application (Cohen, col. 2 lines 5-10). 



Response to Arguments 

The applicant has cancelled claims 1-11, 23, therefore the examiner is 
withdrawing the 101 rejection. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 12-22 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 

US Publication 2002/0116412 issued to Barnes et al. Abstract, Fig. 1-8 
Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 

this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 

CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Backhean Tiv whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3941 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9 A.M. -12 P.M. and 1 -6 P.M. 
Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571 ) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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